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I, Eddie Laweat Hagg n. have received and reviewed the opening brief prepared by my

attorney. Summarized below are the additional grounds for review that are not addressed in that brief. 1
understand the Court will review this Statement of Additional Grounds for Review when my appeal is
considered on the merits.

Additional Ground 1

Tneffective Assistance of Councel .

Additional Ground 2

TW\?‘(‘O?Qf ‘\,uc\f\}/\/\?v\"' owxﬂ\ Sentence

If there are additional grounds, a brief summary is attached to this statement.
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Additional Grounds 1

IV\e_'F'pec-\}va A.ss'ss“'\'a‘nae of Counce.\ !

Tne defenBe cowncel evrors mostly of omission of
effective Ye\t)v*esewf'o&iovx due +o a heavy Case load *

I A felonj Clravges = Murder 1w the fiest c\ip ee , Rabbery in

’ +he ﬁrs-/’r c\ee:)ree(xzwaﬂ\an/ v the Ficst degree (), ©

| Widnopping in the first é\egree, Agso\t v the Secend deqree,
Um\cxw'(’r;\ Possesion of o Firearm iw the First c\c’,gree.I believe

that  Conflick of Twtrest C’\PPWQS here due +o ime, EAdie
Lowiownt Hoe)a\V\,'+Y\/\V\¢a +o remaove Dino Sepe, My frial
defense &’f\‘orV\e\/ becavse of the lack of communication
between him and T.T eolse wanted Dinoe Sc\w. t+o discontinue
 working on my case due to a racist comment e vnade
. durwng one of our attorney client visits. 1 wrote a
| letrer ~+o the Judge explaini Qver\ﬁkin3 avid that T
| woeuled like o new defense attarney  but” T wuas denied
that oppertvnity based an the Jodge's inion that
She has kvown Dine S(Fz Lo years and  she +hinks

\
‘ he  wald net say any rac'st comment. T wrote the
;  letHer to 4he \\ucjgcz. befove tvial Started so it WASV\'{-—
ar \ast minute. T was fovced o go to trial with
\Di‘no Fepae wihen --\—hcr«t was A obvious COV\F”C{- of
intresF  betwesn Us. Befere trigl Stacted Dine Sglve.
sael  we would Most likely lase and there was
nothing he could do. 0w the First day of +ral Dine S.
Told e he had he tachc ov P\pm to make «
cftv*ut.!'mewl' +o win iy case ot tvial. It was a clear

i
S

Mc:? . _of Péx(\“\\ctt[:ac('ion in the adversavrial Process.
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Ta this case, T, Eddic Lamont Hegan, had & L\tahgr’
Eercem—a\ e of lesing my case and lo<i convic tedl
lve 4o Conflict of Ttrest:, Tneffective Assistance of

Councel, s .AAJ(‘+§onm\ Grovnds +H 4. 'I{ Eddi< Lament
Regan, woold like Yo request o New trial based on

+hz  1ssue ‘Pres'em‘—ed -

Acuﬁ'aov\a\ Grounds 2

Improper Juf;\avweﬂ{- and Sentence |

During  Sentencing I was sentenced under the
wrong  Offendec Point Scove. This Juclﬂmem{-— an\
Sentence 1S incovrect because v 13 my Fiesk time
an  adult offender. T den+ +Hiink I Should

b-ﬁlm
‘ have-? 9D oFfendzr points on MZ first ado\t charge.
S, 4 misdemeaner

I enly have B yvenile Chow‘i')
Chacaes which avre a half point each, and 4 juvenile
Feleny which s 1 ‘Poiv‘\-'i'.SO T +otal T wou})d OM\\/
have! 3 offender Points.One of my charaes was
Sentenced and scored uvnder 9 chs,ovxe_ of v
Charoes was  Scoved  under sints, three of My
. Charges were Scored under 11 oints ” and one cl«\a( (A
was scared under @ offender Daints. AN of my adilt
Chavraes Shold have been Scored under +the Seawvme
E‘M'W ranne which woold be I offender ?o{vx’rs
 because. 1Y have no prior adult cases or charges.
Fov XS edSown , X, Eodie Laumgnt {-\c\c:)aw , would Yike

+6  ask for a "Resen{—en¢iv\3 +0 <carrect W\\/ Judﬂme‘m{*
anel  Sentenci ne .
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